141. LORD METCALFE
LIBERATOR OF THE INDIAN PRESS
"The right to rule belongs to the ruler only if he works for the hap-
piness of the ruled." Charles Theophilus Metcalfe, who uttered these
words and acted up to them, was born in Calcutta on January 303 1785.
After receiving an indifferent sort of education in England he gave up
his studies at the early age of fifteen and [came to] Calcutta the following
year. In those days the East India Company was very strict in selecting its
employees, and inexperienced youths without proper education were not
admitted to its service. Metcalfe was therefore obliged to enter the col-
lege at Calcutta. Thus, after receiving education for some time, Met-
calfe was appointed to a subordinate post. At nineteen, he became Head
Clerk to General Lake. General Lake and the officers under him were
annoyed to find the young man in the civil department. Metcalfe took
the hint and made up his mind to prove his valour in war. He took the
lead in storming the fort of Dig1 and put in such excellent work that
General Lake became greatly pleased with him. Three years later Metcalfe
was assigned a very responsible piece of work. The French were conspir-
ing with Maharaja Ranjit Singh in the Punjab. Metcalfe was entrusted
with the task of thwarting their designs and it was through his efforts
that a treaty was signed between the British Government and Ranjit
Singh. Lord Minto was so pleased with Metcalfe's achievement that he
appointed him Resident in Delhi when he was only twenty-six.
Here he began to interest himself in public welfare. He placed the
landholders' rights on a firm basis. This is what he wrote about it:
The settlement of land revenue should be fixed for a long period, so that
the landlords can make large profits and feel grateful to us. In place of the
fear that their land might be taken away from them any time, we should create
in them the confidence that nobody would deprive them of their land. If we
do so, the people will be pleased, and will begin to consider our rule beneficial
and in their own interest. There are some who fear that, if people become free
and independent, British rule will be in danger. Even granting that this is
probable, how can we deprive the ryots of their rights? How can liberal rulers
attach any weight to such an argument? The kingdom of man is controlled by
the kingdom of God, The Almighty can bestow a kingdom in a moment and
take it back in another. Man's ingenuity avails not before His command. The
duty of the rulers, therefore, is only to advance the well-being of their subjects.
If we but discharge this duty, our Indian subjects will be grateful to us, and
the world will for ever sing our praises. What if in future a rebellion should
break out as a result of such a policy? Well, if out of the base fear of a future
danger we should oppress the subjects, we shall deserve the attacks that may
be made against us. And, when we are driven to such a position, the world
will scorn us, will spit upon us and call us all sorts of names.
I A fort near Agra; the original ha$ "Lig".